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ABSTRACT 

Rollers may provide a valuable alternative to herbicides for terminating cover crops, however, 
research has shown that excessive vibration that is caused by the roller passing over the cover 
crop. To avoid excessive vibration, users must limit their operational speed which reduces the 
number of producers willing to use this technology. To improve the roller’s performance, three 
different rollers designs were compared:  (1) a roller with long blunt ¼ inch steel angle bars 
equally spaced), (2) a roller with elliptical blunt bars, and (3) a smooth roller with an 
oscillating crimping bar behind the roller. Preliminary data have shown that the smooth roller 
with crimping arm produced the highest kill rate of the cover crop (rye, Cecale cereale L.). 
Data indicate that operating rollers at higher speed (5 MPH) produced significantly higher kill 
rate of the cover crop compared to low speed (1 MPH). Also, the kill rate evaluated at the end 
of second week from rolling/crimping was 2 times higher as compared to the kill rate at the 
end of the first week. The minimum vibration levels measured on tractor’s frame were 
produced by smooth roller with oscillating crimping arm. This study provides valuable 
information to further improve mechanical rollers’ effectiveness to terminate cover crops and 
to give design guidance to researchers who are in the process of developing a mechanical roller 
widely acceptable to producers in conservation systems.        
 

INTRODUCION 
Cover crops are a vital part of conservation tillage systems, but they have to be managed 
appropriately to get their full benefit. This includes weed pressure reduction and improving soil 
properties, caused by alleopathy, mulch affects, and increased soil organic matter. In the Southern 
United States, rye is commonly used as a winter cover crop. Timely termination of cover crops 
before cash crop planting provides maximum benefits to the main crop (i.e. cotton). Mechanical 
rollers have been used in some conservation systems but high vibrations and low operating speeds 
associated with current roller designs have resulted in a low rate of adoption by farmers.  
 
A report by CTIC (2003) shows that between 1990 and 2002, the number of U.S. cropland acres 
planted in conservation systems without surface tillage increased from 73.2 million acres to 103.1 
million acres. This significant increase can be attributed by positive benefits of winter cover crops as 
an integral component of conservation tillage systems. Several studies have identified these benefits, 
such as increased water infiltration, reduced runoff, reduced soil erosion, and reduced detrimental 
effects of soil compaction (Reeves, 1994; Raper et al., 2000a; Raper et al., 2000b).  
 
Most agricultural extension services recommend terminating the cover crop at least two weeks prior 
to planting the cash crop. This should prevent the cover crop from using valuable spring moisture 
that could be used by the main cash crop after planting. Killing cover crops has been accomplished 
mainly by use of herbicides, since spraying is relatively fast and inexpensive. However, for a cover 
crop (rye) that is very tall and lodged in multiple directions planting may be affected. According to 
Raper (2004) flattening and crimping cover crops by mechanical rollers is widely used in South 
America, especially Brazil to successfully terminate cover crops without a need to use herbicides. 
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Because of potential environmental and monetary benefits (no use of herbicides) this technology is 
now receiving increased interest in North America. Cover crop rollers have historically consisted of 
round drums with equally spaced blunt blades around the drum’s perimeter. The function of the 
blades is to crimp or crush the stems of the cover crops without cutting them, otherwise, the cover 
crops can re-sprout and residue may interfere with planting operations. Ashford and Reeves (2003) 
investigated benefits of rolling a cover crop. They indicated that when rolling was conducted at the 
correct stage of plant growth, the roller was equally effective as chemical herbicides at terminating 
the cover crop. Also, the power required for rolling was significantly reduced as compared to the 
amount of power required to mow. Another important aspect of rolling is that a flat mat of cover 
crop lies in the direction of travel. This allows for farmers to use planter-seeders operating in parallel 
to rolled cover crop direction, which has been successful in obtaining proper plant establishment. 
Using rollers alone to flatten the cover crop and prevent multiple-direction lodging could be also 
beneficial. 
 
Some North American producers have reported problems with these implements. The main 
complaint has been the excessive vibration that the rollers generate. The most effective method of 
alleviating the vibration, but not desirable and not economical, has been to reduce travel speed.  
However, most producers find this to be an unacceptable solution due to the much higher operating 
speeds that they were able to previously spray herbicides onto their cover crops. 
  
The objectives of this paper are therefore: to compare effectiveness of three rollers to terminate 
cover crops, to compare vibration levels generated by the three rollers, and to determine effect of 
speed on cover crop termination  and vibration levels. 
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
Experiments were conducted at the Alabama Agricultural Experiment Station E.V. Smith Research 
Station on Compass sandy loam soil (thermic Plintic Paleudults) near Shorter, Alabama. Rye was 
planted in fall 2003. Before testing of different roller designs, height (10 counts per plot) of rye was 
recorded. The experiment was conducted in mid-April, 2004 when the cover crop was in the soft 
dough growth stage (Nelson et al., 1995) which is a desirable growth stage for termination.  
Measurements of cover crop biomass were taken from a 0.25-m2 area within each plot. The kill rate 
was evaluated on a weekly basis by visual ratings (0 to 100% control scale) at one, two, and three 
weeks after rolling treatments.  
  
Experiment design. 
Three different roller designs of a 5.8-ft single section width were used to determine performance of 
each roller design in terms of maximizing termination rate and minimizing vibrations while 
operating at the optimum speed. A completely randomized block experiment was conducted with 
four replications comparing three crimper designs and three tractor speeds. Three different 
treatments of various roller designs were used: (1) long-straight blades (Fig 1a), (2) curved blades 
(Fig 1b), and (3) smooth roller with an oscillating crimping arm (Fig 1c). The operating speeds were 
setup to 1, 3, and 5 mph. Accelerometers from Crossbow Technology Inc. (San Jose, CA) were 
mounted on the roller’s frame to measure vibrations due to roller motion (Fig 2a) and on the tractor’s 
frame to measure vibration levels to which driver was subjected (Fig 2b).  The data were analyzed 
with SAS Analyst linear model. A significance level of P≤0.1 was chosen to separate treatment 
effects.  
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
Discussions will cover main treatment effects: type of roller, speed of implement and time (week) 
elapsed from rolling/crimping procedure.   
 
Type of roller.  
Following two weeks of rolling/crimping of rye, the smooth roller with crimping arm had a 
significantly higher kill rate (33% kill) as compared to the roller with curved blades (29%) (Fig. 3; 
P≤0.04). Also, there was no statistical difference between smooth roller with crimping arm and the 
design with long blunt blades (31%).  
 
Speed of implement. 
With increased speed of implement, there was an increase in killing rates. Significant differences 
were observed between speeds of 5.0 MPH (33%) and 1.0 MPH (30%), (Fig. 4; P≤0.09). There was 
no statistical difference between speeds of 5.0 MPH (33 %) and 3.0 MPH (32 %).     
 
Time (in weeks) following rolling/crimping. 
There was a significant difference between the time elapsed since rolling/crimping. After the first 
week, 21% of the cover crop was killed and after the second week, 41% of the cover crop was killed, 
(Fig. 5; P<0.0001). For the second week after rolling, the highest kill rate was produced by the 
smooth roller with the oscillating crimping arm (44% kill) followed by straight roller (40.8% kill) 
and curved blade roller (39% kill).      
 
Vibration level. 
There was a significant difference in increasing the vibration levels on roller frame with increased 
operating speeds for all the roller types (Fig. 6; P<0.0001).  The lowest vibration level at roller’s 
frame was recorded for curved blades roller’s frame (0.21 G-accel.) which was significantly lower 
than for straight long blades (0.50 G-acc) and smooth roller with crimping arm (0.47 G-accel.) (Fig. 
7). However, there was no statistical difference in vibrations levels measured on roller’s frame for 
smooth roller with crimping arm and the original design with long blunt blades. The vibration levels 
measured at the tractor’s frame for all roller types and speeds is shown in Fig. 8. There was no 
significant difference in vibration levels transferred to tractor for 1.0 MPH and 3.0 MPH, however, 
significant differences occurred at 5.0 MPH for all roller types (Fig. 8; P≤0.014). Vibrations 
transferred to the tractor from the straight long blades roller across all speeds were significantly 
greater (twice higher, 0.22 G-accel.) than for rollers with curved (0.10 G-accel.) and smooth with 
crimping arm (0.09 G-accel.) blades (Fig.9).   
 

CONCLUSIONS 
Kill rates of cover crop (rye) differed significantly among roller types for the first 2 weeks of the 
test, with the maximum kill rate being obtained by the smooth roller with crimping arm.  
 
Higher operating speeds of the roller produced significantly larger kill rates as compared with lower 
operating speeds. 
 
Increasing time from rolling/crimping significantly increased kill rate between the first and second 
week. 
 
At the maximum speed of operation, the minimum vibration levels measured on the tractor’s frame 
were produced by the smooth roller with oscillating crimping arm, followed by higher (but not 
significantly different) for the roller with curved blades. The roller with straight long blades 
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produced the maximum and significantly higher (twice) vibration levels on the tractor’s frame in 
comparison with curved blades and smooth-crimping arm rollers. 
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Figure 1-Roller types. (a) Roller with attached long straight crimping blunt blades, (b) roller with 
attached curved elliptical crimping blunt blades, (c) smooth roller with an oscillating crimping arm 
with blunt blades. 
 
A. 

 
 
B. 

 
 
C. 
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Figure 2-Location of accelerometers mounted: (a) roller’s frame, (b) Tractor’s frame   
 
A. 

 
 
 
B. 
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Figure 3-Percent kill of cover crop (winter rye) for different roller types averaged over time and 
speed.   
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Figure 4- Percent kill of cover crop (winter rye) for three different speeds and roller types averaged 
over time. 
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Figure 5-Percent kill of cover crop (winter rye) for time elapsed (weeks) from rolling and roller 
types averaged over speeds.  
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Figure 6-Vibrations levels measured at roller’s frame produced by different roller types for 3 
different speed levels.   
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Figure 7-Vibrations levels measured at roller frame produced by different roller types across all 
speeds.   
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Figure 8-Vibrations levels measured at tractor’s frame produced by different roller types for 3 
different speed levels. 
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Figure 9-Vibrations levels measured at tractor frame produced by different roller types across all 
speed levels. 
 
 0.25 

0.2 

0.15 

0.1 

0.05 

0 
blades 

Roller with Straight long 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 A

cc
el

le
ra

tio
n 

(G
) 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Roller with Curved blades Smooth roller with crimper 
 Roller type
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 345



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


